AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OHE COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 14" DAY OF JULY 2008, AT 6:00 P.M. IN
THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT Q¥TER, 755
ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:
PRESENT:

Doug Marrs -Vice Chair

William H. Brown -Supervisors

Gary D. Creed
James D. Politis

B. Clayton Goodman, llI -County Administrator

L. Carol Edmonds -Assistant County Administrator

Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney

Steve Sandy -Planning Director

Ruth L. Richey -Public Information Officer

Vickie L. Swinney -Secretary, Board of Supervisors
ABSENT: Annette S. Perkins -Chair

Mary W. Biggs -Supervisors

John A. Muffo

CALL TO ORDER
The Vice-Chair called the meeting to order.

INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by James D. Politis, seconded by Wllld. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors herebteeninto Closed Meeting for the
purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prospect
Candidates for Employment; Assignment, Appointment
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Digtipg
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. Library Board
2. Office on Youth Advisory Board
3. Parks and Recreation Commission

3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisitioh Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Dispositioh
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion inCgen
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Pasit
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Prices Fork Elementary School Site

(7 Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefingsni Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Bbid
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing@pen
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Constitia
with Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public
Body Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring
Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Boundary Line Agreement — Town of Chrissianrg
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The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis John A. Muffo
William H. Brown Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors endsrtlidosed Meeting to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

William H. Brown  None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis John A. Muffo
Gary D. Creed Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomeryu@y has convened a Closed
Meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmativeorded vote and in accordance with the
provisions of the Virginia Freedom of InformatiortAand

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virgimegjuires a certification by the
Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted ifocomty with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board &upervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia hereby certifies thatthe best of each member's knowledge (i)
only public business matters lawfully exempted fropen meeting requirements by Virginia law
were discussed in the closed meeting to whichdérsfication resolution applies, and (ii) only
such public business matters as were identifigtiermotion conveying the closed meeting were
heard, discussed or considered by the Board.

VOTE

AYES

William H. Brown
James D. Politis
Gary D. Creed
Doug Mairrs

NAYS
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Mary W. Biggs

John A. Muffo

Annette S. Perkins

ABSENT DURING MEETING
Mary W. Biggs

John A. Muffo

Annette S. Perkins
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INVOCATION

The Invocation was given by Vice-Chair Marrs.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

PUBLIC HEARING

Proposed Ordinance — Vacation of a Portion of ReBlelch Drive

An Ordinance vacating a portion of Pebble Beach Drie located in Section Il of the
Blacksburg Country Club Estates Subdivisionyecorded in Plat Book 16, Page 1 in the
Montgomery County Clerk’s Office.

The County Attorney summarized the proposed ordieamhe applicant is requesting to vacate
a portion of the unimproved portion of Pebble BeBcive, the existing cul-de-sac, that adjoins
Lots 405 and Lot A located in Section Il of the &aburg County Club Estates Subdivision. A
new cul-de-sac for Pebble Beach Drive will be cargded on a portion of Lot 405 and 406.

John Neelagent for the applicant, explained that this esfjis to vacate a portion of Pebble
Beach Drive that was designated for a cul-de-saaéwer constructed. This portion will revert
back to the adjoining lot and a new cul-de-sac bellconstructed.

Supervisor Creed asked if a new lot will be createe to vacating the unimproved portion of
Pebble Beach Drive.

Mr. Neel replied that no new lot will be createdl.total of three lots will remain with the
acreage of each lot changing to reflect the newrles due to the vacation of the unimproved
section and the creation of a new cul-de-sac.

There being no speakers, the public hearing waedlo

PUBLIC ADDRESS

Margret Earlyaddressed concerns about Kelly Burdette’s reqoasizbne 1.992 acres on

Hightop Road from A-1 to GB. Ms. Early indicatdteswill be speaking on behalf of Ms.
Thompson as well, who was also present. She esguteppreciation to Mr. Steve Semones,
agent for the applicant, for meeting with them ddr@ss their concerns and questions. Ms. Early
stated they still have questions regarding thetiegigpond that will be used for stormwater
management. She asked about the dimensions pbtite what safety issues are being
considered (will there be any fencing around thed)pand plans for overflow. As stated at the
previous meeting, the current pond is stagnant matfence around the pond to keep children
out, and the overflow of the pond floods their pdp.

Steve Sandy, Planning Director, provided informatim the stormwater control. The applicant
will follow the Town of Blacksburg’s comprehensigtan regarding stormwater management
and will submit a new plan for Blacksburg’s approva

Steve Semones, agent for the applicant, reporadrithve met with the County Engineer and the
Town of Blacksburg regarding the stormwater manag#rplan for this site. A stormwater
management concept plan has been submitted toothie @f Blacksburg. The existing pond

was built 6-8 years ago for a fishing/recreatiqmatd without permits. They have two options:
1) upgrade the existing pond, which will be widedaeeper, and reconstruct a dam to achieve
State water quality requirements; or 2) construse@nd pond just for stormwater management.
If option 2 is used, the existing pond will notigggraded and will not correct the problems the
neighbors are having. They are proposing to usdirtst option to upgrade the existing pond,
which will be renovated to handle long term storfewananagement. They can install a fence
or create an aquatic bench. Mr. Semones beliégshiave addressed all the Board of
Supervisors and neighbors concerns on the pond.
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Supervisor Creed asked if the drainage pipe woeld btandard size? Mr. Semones replied the
drainage pipe would be the standard size but mag aa larger pipe which will be better than
what is in place now at the pond. He believesttmapipe at Hightop Road may need to be
replaced; however, this is a VDOT issue.

There being no further speakers, the public addression was closed.

CONSENT AGENDA

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame#®olitis and carried unanimously, the
Consent Agenda dated July 14, 2008 was approved.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown John A. Muffo
James D. Politis Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

Approval of Minutes

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame#®olitis and carried unanimously, the
minutes dated April 14, April 28, and May 12, 2008re approved.

R-FY-09-01
SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING
BOUNDARY LINE VACATION
ROLLING HILLS SUBDIVISION

RIVERBEND WATER COMPANY

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of t@®unty of Montgomery,
Virginia, that the Board hereby schedules a puidiaring on August 25, 2008 at 7:15 p.m., or as
soon thereafter, at the Montgomery County Governin@enter, 2 Floor Board Room, 755
Roanoke Street, Christiansburg, Virginia, to hetieen comments on the following ordinance:

An Ordinance vacating a portion of an unimproved peotion of Lupine Lane, on a portion

of an unimproved portion of an unnamed right of way and vacate Lots 10 thru 20 and
Lots 28 thru 37, and vacate certain public utilityand public drainage easements all located
in Section IV of the Rolling Hills Subdivision recaded in Plat Book 8, Page 23 in the
Montgomery County Circuit Court Clerk’s Office.

A-FY-09-03
RE-APPROPRIATION OF ENCUMBRANCES
FROM FY 08 TO FY 09

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgotnery County, Virginia that

the General Fund was granted an appropriationditiad to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2009 for the functiod @ the amount as follows:

100 Board of Supervisors $13,999
110 County Administration $53,058
111 EMS Grants $2,931
130 Financial and Management Services $12,648
140 Information Management Services $23,436
170  Electoral Board $3,250
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180
220
230
400
710
720
800
801
810
910

Internal Services

General District Court

J&D Court

General Services

Library

Floyd Library

Planning and GIS

Planning Grants

Economic Development
Outside Agencies — Extension

$8,075
$1,000
$654
$127,392
$37,133
$3,201
$16,726
$264
$6,357
$1,285
$311,409

The source of funds for the foregoing appropriai®as follows:

Revenue Account

451205

Designated General Fund Balance

$311,409

Said resolution re-appropriates monies supportieghalances of outstanding purchase
orders remaining at the end of June 30, 2008.

A-FY-09-04
RE-APPROPRIATION OF

COUNTY CAPITAL PROJECTS

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that
the County Capital Projects Fund was granted arogpiation in addition to the annual
appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 3MY, for the function and in the amount as

follows:

110

140

330

400

700

710
800
810

New Government Center
Building C Renovation
Courthouse Renovation
CAMA
E Government
Document Management
Undesignated Fire and Rescue
Shawsville Rescue — Vehicle
Christiansburg/Riner Rescue-Building
Elliston Fire Department-Building
Animal Control
Elliston Bridge
Consolidated Sites
Athletic Fields
CJ&S Property Improvements
Future Land Purchases
Elliston/Lafayette Recreational Park
Park Revitalization
Frog Pond
Meadowbrook Library
GIS
Economic Development

Total

$ 1,587,300

560,722
6,946,843
13,490
48,777
36,778
557,388
23,419
1,59
4,669
25,000
22,036
32,689
2,067
11,569
405,065
0,792
238
7,736
12,590
48,729
3,704

$10,443,155

The source of funds for the foregoing appropriatgas follows:

Revenue Account:

451205 Designated Fund Balance

$10,443,155

Said resolution appropriates the available accbal@nces for County capital projects,

excluding purchase orders, remaining at the erdioé 30, 2008.

Minutes, July 14, 2008

Page 5 of 21



A-FY-09-05
RE-APPROPRIATION OF COUNTY
CAPITAL PROJECTS ENCUMBRANCES

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that

the County Capital Projects was granted an appatpni in addition to the annual appropriation
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2009, for threcfion and in the amount as follows:

110 New Government Center/Building C $15,058

Courthouse Renovation $2,137,552

140 Integrated Management Information System $T87,3
330 Fire and Rescue $600,798
400 General Services $ 39,739

Total $2,950,456

The source of funds for the foregoing appropriatgas follows:

Revenue Account
451205 Designated County Capital Projects Fundriza $2,950,456

Said resolution re-appropriates monies supportieghalances of outstanding purchase
orders for County Capital Projects remaining atehé of June 30, 2008.

A-FY-09-06
RE-APPROPRIATION OF SCHOOL CAPITAL
PROJECTS FUND

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, That the School Capital Projecteiéfwas granted an appropriation
in addition to the annual appropriation for fisgabhr ending June 30, 2009 for the function and
in the amount as follow:

600 Capital Projects Fund - Schools $3,433,063

The source of funds for the foregoing appropiats as follows:

Revenue Account
451204 Capital Projects Fund Balance $3,433,063

Said resolution re-appropriates the available agtbalances for School Capital Projects
remaining at the end of June 30, 2008.

A-FY-09-07
SCHOOL OPERATING FUND
YEAR END ADJUSTMENTS TRANSFER

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that a

transfer between categories for the School Opegr&tund was granted for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 2008for the function and in the amount as follows:

FROM
610000 Instruction ($668,844)
640000 Operations and Maintenance (92,890)

Total ($761,734)
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630000 Pupil Transportation $743,890

650000 Non-instruction 17,844
Total $761,734

Said resolution transfers funds between School @iy Fund categories in order to
close they FY 2008 year.

A-FY-09-08
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
CAPITAL PROJECTS

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriationditiad to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2009 for the functiod @ the amount as follows:
451209 Transfer to County Capital Projects 19,619

The source of the funds for the foregoing apprdjaneis as follows:

Revenue Account
02- 451203 Undesignated Fund Balance $619,119

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the County Capital jeots Funds was granted an
appropriation in addition to the annual appropoiatior the fiscal year ending June 30, 2009 for
the function and in the amount as follows:

810 Economic Development $619,119

The source of funds for the foregoing appropriatgas follows:

Revenue Account:
451100 Transfer from General Fund $619,119

Said resolution appropriates funds received in BYrOm the sale of two industrial park
lots for economic development capital projects Ynd®.

A-FY-09-09
PLANNING & GIS
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
PAYMENT OF EMPLOYEE ELIGIBLE
LEAVE BALANCES

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that

the General Fund was granted an appropriationditiad to the annual appropriation for the

fiscal year ending June 30, 2009 for the functiod @ the amount as follows:

800 Planning and GIS $5,161

The source of the funds for the foregoing apprdianmeis as follows:

Revenue Account
02- 451203 Undesignated Fund Balance $5,161

Said resolution appropriates fund balance to pewbnies to cover the payment of
eligible annual and sick leave balances for twolegges who left county service.
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R-FY-09-02
RESOLUTION REFERRING A
REQUEST FOR ADDITION TO AGRICULTURAL
AND FORESSTAL DISTRICT(AFD-2 CATAWBA ROAD)
TO THE AFD ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AND PLANNING COMMISSION

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors ofrifgomery County, Virginia
does hereby refer the following request for additim an existing Agricultural and Forestal
District (AFD) to the Planning Commission and theDAAdvisory Committee for their action
pursuant to Chapter 2, Division 7 of the Montgom@punty Code and Title 15.2, Chapter 43 of
the Code of Virginia, 1959, as amended.

AFD-2 Catawba Road

Addition of 84.34 acres owned by Gordon and Nammtyndon on Catawba
Road (3400 block). Property is further identifiexitax map parcel 20-A-6
(Acct No. 009762) in the Mt. Tabor Magisterial Dist.

R-FY-09-03
LOCAL EMERGENCY PLANNING COMMITTEE
APPOINTMENT

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of MontgasnCounty, Virginia hereby
recommends that the Virginia Emergency Responsac€ilaappoint the following individual to
the Joint Blacksburg/Montgomery County Local EmeamyePlanning Committee (LEPC):

Michael T. Eberhart

Environmental, Health, and Safety Manager
Wolverine Advanced Materials/LLC

201 Industrial Park Rd., S.E.

Blacksburg, VA 24060

Tel: 540-557-6262 Ext. 6262

Fax: 540-961-2346
michael.eberhart@eaglepicher.com

Said appointment is to fill the term of Scott Meadoresigned.

OLD BUSINESS

ORD-FY-09-01
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE
ZONING CLASSIFICATION

OF APPROXIMATELY 19.038 ACRES

LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER
OF THE INTERSECTION OF MUD PIKE (SR 666) AND
SEVEN MILE TREE ROAD (SR 836)
FROM RURAL RESIDENTIAL (R-R) TO AGRICULTURE (A-1)

WILLIAM W. AND MARY T. PETERMAN

On a motion by James D. Politis, seconded by Wllld. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED By the Board of Supervisors of Montgery County, Virginia that it
hereby finds that the proposed rezoning is in caanpe with the Comprehensive Plan and meets
the requirement for public necessity, conveniegeegral welfare and good zoning practice, and
therefore the zoning classification of that certaact or parcel of land consisting of 19.038 acres
of land is hereby amended and rezoned from thengaslassification of Rural Residential (R-R)
to Agriculture (A-1) with two (2) lot assignments-assigned to this parcel in accordance with
the Agriculture (A-1) zoning ordinance density regments.
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This action was commenced upon the application idifam W. Peterman and Mary T.

Peterman.

The property is located on the southeast corneéhefintersection of Mud Pike (SR
666) and Seven Mile Tree Road (SR 836) and is iiikshias Tax Parcel Nos. 104-A-75E
(Acct # 120045) in the Riner Magisterial Distri@igtrict D). The property currently lies in
an area designated as Rural in the Comprehensave Pl

This ordinance shall take effect upon adoption.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
William H. Brown  None Mary W. Biggs
Gary D. Creed John A. Muffo
James D. Politis Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

ORD-FY-09-02

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION
OF APPROXIMATELY 1.992 ACRES OF A 6.5 ACRE TRACT

LOCATED AT 929 HIGHTOP ROAD (SR 808)
FROM AGRICULTURE (A-1) TO GENERAL BUSINESS (GB)
KELLY L. BURDETTE

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by WillianBkbwn and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED By the Board of Supervisors of Mootgery County, Virginia that it
hereby finds that the proposed rezoning is in caanpe with the Comprehensive Plan and meets
the requirement for public necessity, conveniegesageral welfare and good zoning practice, and
therefore the zoning classification of that certaactt or parcel of land consisting of 1.992 acres
of land is hereby amended and rezoned from thengociassification of Agriculture (A-1) to
General Business (GB) with the following proffer@shditions:

1.

Property shall be developed in substantial confogeavith the conceptual plan
by Balzer and Associates, Inc. dated April 1, 2608 revised May 20, 2008,
including a future private or public road connectitb the western adjacent
property as shown.

Site shall be served by Montgomery County PSA aangewer and water.

A detailed site plan/subdivision plan in conformamdgth zoning ordinance
requirements shall be submitted and approved bydhag administrator and all
other necessary local and state agencies prisstmnce of building permits for
this development.

Stormwater management will be proposed on the svdstof the property in
accordance with all State and Local stormwater mament standards and shall
be reviewed by Montgomery County and Town of Blécks.

All entrances onto Davis Street and site improvesktated on Tax Map #376-
14 will be designed to Town of Blacksburg standards

The uses on the subject property will be limite®@tsiness or trade school,
Conference or training center, Day care centerrigial services, Equipment
sales and service, Funeral home, Printing ser@ee, administrative, business
or professional, Medical care facility, Library, ®aurant, Veterinary practice,
animal hospital, Telecommunication Tower-attacli®etail sales and services.

This action was commenced upon the applicationafykL. Burdette (Agent: Balzer and
Associates, Inc.).
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The property is located 929 Hightop Road (SR 808)ia identified as Tax Parcel Nos. 67-
A-48 and 67-A-49 (Acct # 005757 and 005760) in Briees Fork Magisterial District (District
E). The property currently lies in an area desigthas Urban Expansion in the Comprehensive
Plan.

This ordinance shall take effect upon adoption.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis John A. Muffo
William H. Brown Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors herebyeentnto Work Session for the
purpose of discussing the following:

1. AEP Falling Branch-Merrimac 138kv Transmission LPmject

2. Hydrogeologic Study for the Proposed Additional $84%aof The Ridges
Development — Reese Family Limited Partnership Rexp

3. Revenue Sharing Projects — FY 2009

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

James D. Politis None Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown John A. Muffo
Gary D. Creed Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

AEP Falling Branch-Merrimac 138kv Transmission Line Project

The County Administrator reported that AEP is retgy public comment on the proposed AEP
Falling Branch-Merrimac 138kv Transmission Linejeob. The project does not require
locality’s approval, only the State Corporation Goission’s (SCC) approval. There are
numerous potential routes that are located witténTtowns of Blacksburg and Christiansburg as
well as the unincorporated areas of the Counttaff &as directed to review the proposed routes
to determine if and how they will impact the Counfteve Sandy, Planning Director, provided
the following information:

- Many of the proposed routes, especially withintthen limits, will impact
businesses and residences.

- The proposed routes on the north side of Routa@te unincorporated area of the
County appear to have the least negative impatietexisting businesses and
residences. These routes go through vacant lashthege tracts and follow existing
railroad and power line routes in several areas.

- Representatives of Shelor Motor Mile have expressederns about potential
overhead lines being placed on their property. yTieare spent a considerable
amount of money to place existing power lines ugdemd and have concerns about
the new line being placed above ground through thgébomotive sales lots.
Relocating the proposed routes along property lio@void the sales lots in order to
minimize the impact may be a better solution.
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- Representatives of Duncan Automotive have expresisaithr concerns about the
proposed routes through their lots in the mid-cpamea.

- The route segments that appear to have the lepsatino existing residences and
commercial structures would be the proposed rodBsD-E-F-R-G-II-EE-CC.
These proposed routes will parallel existing raittdine crossing I-81 and then run
along the north side of Route 460 bypass and Cdantifill before crossing Route
460 to connect to the Merrimac substation behiedMlontgomery Regional
Hospital.

- This route does cross some Agricultural and For&ssarict (AFD) lands, but is not
expected to have a significant impact on the usbeproperty.

- Other proposed routes appear to have the potentieve a major impact to
numerous residences, businesses and view shdus @ounty.

Supervisor Creed commended staff on reviewinggrogect and outlining the routes that will
have the least impact. He suggested that the Bdédpervisors comment that AEP use the
most northern route feasible in order to have ¢lastlimpact on residences and businesses.

Hydrogeologic Study for the Proposed Additional Phaes of The Ridges Development —
Reese Family Limited Partnership Rezoning

The County Administrator reported that the Boar&opervisors instructed staff to address the
water concerns on the existing wells and proposatsun the Ridges Subdivision. ATS
International was contracted to provide a hydrogjelstudy on the additional phase of The
Ridges development. The County Administrator idtreed Ted Deam with ATS International
to present their findings.

Ted Dean provided a summary of the hydrogeologidysas follows:

“The study was undertaken to address concerns ahiffitcient groundwater resources to supply
the proposed phases of The Ridges development.sifédheonsists of approximately 224 acres
and is located north of New Ridge Road and westBrddshaw Road. The proposed
development consists of 67 lots to be developether224 acres with a minimum lot size of 1.5
acres.

The tasks involved in this study included:

(1) Field reconnaissance.

(2) Fracture trace analysis.

(3) Review of previous drilling logs.

(4) Calculation of water budget.

(5) Preparation of this document describing ournoé@s and findings.

The site is underlain by the Brallier Formation sigting primarily of shale and sandstone. The
regional geologic structure is favorable to thealowater resources. The bedding planes in the
structure create a localized “bowl!” that will exesbme influence on the migration of
groundwater, causing the precipitation rechargend to flow toward the site.

Statistics on the existing 30 well records indicdiat 87% of the wells drilled on the previous
phases have yielded 2 gpm or more. A low-yieldingllveuch as 0.5 gpm can support a
household considering that this is equal to 720, gptl even a conservative estimate of
household usage is 480 gpd for a family of fourrdbwer, the depth of the water column in the
well can result in considerable water storage ewell. Water storage in the well is the result of
having a column of water above the pump. In a schiwell, every foot of water is equal to

approximately 1.5 gallons of water.

Based on the results of this analysis, generalrgheater principles, and our professional
experience, we come to the following conclusions:

» The available data indicate no discernible ldteraertical trends in yield, so these data
cannot be used for precise predictions of drilliegults for any given lot or drilling
location.
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» The geologic setting is one in which high-yieldlis (50 gpm or more) will be rare, but it will
also be rare for any lot of 1.5 acres to not pre\ad adequate water well.

» The general statistics experienced in the prevphases can be expected to continue in
the proposed phase. There may be a few wells egththan 2 gpm, but 80 to 90 of the
wells are likely to yield 2 gpm or more.

* It is unlikely that the combined pumping of thasting and proposed wells will deplete

the water resources such that any well will beasatbly affected by other wells. With 1.5 acre
lots, the wells will be far enough apart such #han simultaneous pumping will not adversely
affect adjacent wells.

We believe that the water resources of the areadg@quate to support the proposed
development, and we recommend that groundwatedoenobnsidered an issue in deciding
whether to approve the development.

We further recommend that prospective property osbe advised that it is advisable to drill

the well before designing any other aspect of hradr The house location and the septic system
can be moved around the lot, but water might ndbbad anywhere that is convenient. If the
owner drills a low-yield well, he/she should comsithree options.

1) Drill in a different location on the lot. Thetnee of fractured rock aquifers and the
existing well data indicate that any location maynhore or less favorable than another,
and moving the drilling location could result imetter well. However, this option may
be more expensive that the following options.

2) Drill the well deep in order to build storageaaity into the well bore, considering 1.5
gallons per foot of well bore. Even if they havedtdl to 700 feet or more to find 1 gpm,
that 1 gpm can support the household more adegquakeln there is 500 gallons or more
of water stored in the well bore.

3) Consider an indoor storage tank. Most househwiltisot often use more than 100 to
200 gallons of water in one event, so this amo@istarage in the home will ensure that
the well is rarely drawn to its full capacity. Thesespecially true if there is storage both
in the home and in the well.”

Supervisor Creed reported that some residentsistaeg had wells to run dry due to new wells

being drilled. Mr. Dean noted that it is unlikétr a well to run dry because of another well
drilled 1-2 miles away.

Revenue Sharing Projects — FY 2009

The County Administrator received information froine Virginia Department of Transportation
regarding the Revenue Sharing Program. If the oaBupervisors wishes to participate in the
FY 09 Revenue Sharing program, the deadline foliGgions is August 1, 2008. There is
$500,000 available in County funds that can be tsedrd this program. A like match from
VDOT will provide the County a total of $1 millidie earmark for improving county roads.

The Road Viewers suggested that the following rdwdsonsidered for potential Revenue
Sharing funds:

-Alleghany Springs Bridge (SR 637) at Willis Hollddoad $300,000
-Craig Creek Road (SR 621) Additional 1.0 mi safetprovement spot widening  $200,000
-Stanley Road (SR 667) Spot widening and Surfaeatirg existing roadway $275,000

-Willis Hollow Road (SR 609) Grading and Drainaggrovements for % mi $400,000

-Woodrow Road (SR 644) Surface Treating existirapveay $ 25,000

-Yellow Sulphur Road (SR 643) Spot Improvements $150,000
Total: $1,350,000
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Board members were asked to provide staff with gsdhdy wish to consider for revenue sharing
funds in order to have a resolution added to thext agenda for consideration.

Supervisor Creed suggested that Willis Hollow Rl 609) be deleted from this list in order
to provide enough funding to cover the remaindadsoon the list. He believes this will
distribute the funding evenly across the entire ri@pu

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by James D. Politis, seconded by Wllld. Brown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends thiéark Session to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

William H. Brown  None Mary W. Biggs
Gary D. Creed John A. Muffo
James D. Politis Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

NEW BUSINESS

R-FY-09-04
APPALACHIAN POWER COMPANY
FALLING BRANCH-MERRIMAC
138 kV TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT

On a motion by James D. Politis, seconded by Gai@rBed and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Appalachian Power Company (APCO) is ingheiminary stages of
identifying proposed study routes for the FallinguBch-Merrimac 138 kV transmission line
project; and

WHEREAS, The Falling Branch-Merrimac 138 kV transsion line project is proposed
to be approximately 8 miles long beginning at ARGxisting Merrimac Substation (south of
Blacksburg), traveling through the existing Hansabllew Substation (Christiansburg) and
terminating at the existing Falling Branch Substafieast of Christiansburg); and

WHEREAS, APCo is accepting comments and suggestexhative routing options
through July 18, 2008; and

WHEREAS, The Montgomery County Planning Departniers reviewed the maps and
other available information provided by APCo widgard to the Falling Branch-Merrimac 138
kV Transmission Line Project and there are numepamisntial routes identified by APCo that
are located within the Towns of Christiansburg Bratksburg as well as the unincorporated
area of Montgomery County; and

WHEREAS, There are segments of these proposedsthat could potentially impact
existing businesses, residences and view shetie i@dunty; and

WHEREAS, There are segments of thegpqsed routes that appear to follow existing
rail road and power line rights of way; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors requests that@Review and consider the
proposed more northern routes that will have tastlamount of impact on existing businesses,
residences and view sheds in the County and whesilge for those proposed routes to follow
existing railroad and power line rights of way; and
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WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors regudsit APCo notify the property owners that
may be effected directly or by adjoining the pragmbstudy routes as soon as possible so that
they may be informed and able to comment and baved in the selection process.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board ofpfewvisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia that the Board hereby requéisés APCo review and consider proposed
more northern routes to locate the Falling Branadrivhac 138 kV line project in Montgomery
County that will have the least impact on existiuginesses, residences and view sheds and
when possible for those proposed routes to follgistig railroad and power line rights of way.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, By the BoardSdipervisors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia, that the Board hereby furthequests that APCo notify all property
owners that may be effected directly or by adjayrime proposed study routes as soon as
possible so that the property owners may be infdrarel able to comment and be involved in
the process.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT
Gary D. Creed None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis John A. Muffo
William H. Brown Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

R-FY-09-05

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA WITH RESPECT TO ISSUANC E OF PUBLIC
FACILITY LEASE REVENUE BONDS BY THE INDUSTRIAL DEVE LOPMENT
AUTHORITY OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY FOR THE MONTGOMERY C OUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FOR THE COURTHOUSE PROJECT, PWBLIC SAFETY
PROJECT, AND SCHOOL CAPITAL PROJECTS

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Jam&olis and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisofthe “Board”) of Montgomery County, Virginia
(the “County”) , deems it to be in the best interests of the Gotmtprovide for the design,
acquisition, construction, renovation, expansiod aquipping, as applicable, of (i) a renovated
County Public Safety Building(the “Public Safety Project”), (ii) improvements and
renovations to the County Jdthe “Jail Project”) (iii) a stadium at Blacksburg High School
(the “Stadium Project”) (iv) two new public schooléthe “Elliston School” and the “New
School”, together the “Schools Project”)and (v) a new County Courthouse Building and the
land on which it will be locatethe “Courthouse Project”), as well as for reimbursement to
the County for the cost of purchase of land forligubchool and County us@ogether, the
“Project”) ; and

WHEREAS, The Industrial Development Authority of Montgome2punty, Virginia, a
political subdivision of the Commonwealth of Virgan(the “Authority”) desires to acquire a
leasehold interest in certain real property locatethe County pursuant to a Ground Lease (as
defined below), which property is further descrilzex] all or a portion of the following: (i) the
Courthouse Project including the land on whichilt be located, which is owned by the County,
(ii) Elliston School and the land on which it wide located, which is owned by the County, and
(i) the Blacksburg High School, which is owned the School Board, until such time as fee
simple title to the land on which the New Schooll we located is vested in the School Board
and the New School has been completed at which tti@éNew School will be substituted for
the Blacksburg High School and the Blacksburg Hsghool will no longer be included within
the definition of the Leased Propeftpgether, the “Leased Property) all in order to provide
security for the purchasers of the Authority’s ghtions issued to finance the Project; and

WHEREAS, The Leased Property is intended to be leasedhdytthority back to the
County for the use by the County for judicial pusps and by the School Board for public school
purposes, as applicable, pursuant to a Financirsgd - ®etween the Authority and the County
(the “Financing Lease”), and
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WHEREAS, The Authority, upon request of the County, intema finance costs of the
design, acquisition, construction, renovation, e&gi@n and equipping, as applicable, of the
Project through a program of lease revenue borahéimg, whereby the Authority will issue its
not to exceed $77,000,000 Public Facility LeaseeRae Bonds (Public Projects), Series 2008
(the “Bonds™), to (a) pay a portion of the costs of designirgyuaring, constructing, renovating,
expanding, equipping and furnishing of the Projée},fund a debt service reserve fund for the
Bonds and (c) provide for the payment of issuarstscof the Bonds; and

WHEREAS, The rent and other payments to be made to thaokity by the County
pursuant to the Financing Lease will be sufficiempay the obligations of the Authority with
respect to the Bonds and will be pledged and asdidpy the Authority, together with its other
rights under the Financing Lease, as securityiferBonds, all as further described in the below-
defined Indenture; and

WHEREAS, The rent and other payments to be made to thaokity by the County
pursuant to the Financing Lease will be payablelgdtom funds appropriated therefor by the
Board from time to time and not under any circumsts from a pledge of the full faith and credit
or taxing power of the County; and

WHEREAS, Upon the payment and satisfaction of all of tie&i@y’s obligations under the
Financing Lease, the County shall have the optometcquire full ownership of the Leased
Property for a nominal sum; and

WHEREAS, There have been presented at this meeting do&fthe forms of the
following instrumentqthe “County Financing Documents”) to be executed and delivered by
the County in connection with the plan of financing

1. Ground Lease, dated as of August 1, 2008, amon§adheol Board, the County
and the Authority, relating to the Leased Propétig “Ground Lease”);

2. Indenture of Trust, dated as of August 1, 2008ybeh the Authority and a
corporate trustee (to be selected as set forth\Wels Trustedthe “Trustee”),
and approved by the County, relating to the isseant the Bonds(the
“Indenture”) ;

3. Financing Lease, dated as of August 1, 2008, betwexAuthority and the
County(the “Financing Lease”),

4. Assignment of Rents and Leases, dated as of Aug@§t08, between the
Authority and the Trustee, which is to be acknowketl and consented to by the
County and the School Boaftthe “Assignment”);

5. Option Agreement, dated as of August 1, 2008, antleagchool Board, the
County and the Authority relating to the Leased perty (the “Option
Agreement”); and

6. A Specimen Bond.

WHEREAS, There has also been presented at this meetimapy af the Preliminary
Official Statement of the Authoritythe “Preliminary Official Statement”) relating to the
public offering of the Bonds that has been prepamectbnnection with issuance and sale of the
Bonds by the Authority and the County and a formtted Bond Purchase Agreement to be
entered into between the Authority and Davenpo@@mnpany, LLC., as managing underwriter
and Morgan Keegan & Company, Inc., as co-managerirdtial purchasers of the Bondthe
“Underwriters”) , and agreed to by the Courfthie “Bond Purchase Agreement”)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, VIRGINIA, THAT:

1. The issuance and sale of the Bonds, pursuant taipod the terms and conditions set
forth herein and in the Indenture and the Bond Rase Agreement, and the financing of the
Project and leasing of the Leased Property fobtreefit of the County are hereby approved and
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authorized. The following plan for financing thests of the Project is approved. The Authority
shall use the proceeds from the issuance of tha&l€8tm finance on behalf of the County, the
costs of the design, acquisition, constructionpvation, expansion and equipping of the Project
and shall lease the Leased Property to the Cownty fease term not less than the term of the
Bonds at a rent sufficient to pay when due ther@steand principal on the Bonds. The
obligation of the Authority to pay principal andtenest on the Bonds will be limited to rent
payments received from the County under the Leagedinent. The obligation of the County to
pay rent under the Lease Agreement will be sulifethe Board making annual appropriations
for such purpose. The Board on behalf of the Cotmas adopted this resolution as its moral
obligation to the repayment of the Bonds. The Bowidl be secured by an assignment of rents
to the Bondholders as the holder thereof. If tleal exercises its right not to appropriate
money for rent payments, the Bondholders may teataithe lease or otherwise exclude the
County from possession of the Project, subjectitlicjal authority as to a portion of the Leased
Property.

2. The County Financing Documents shall be in substifythe forms submitted to this
meeting, which are hereby approved with such conaple, omissions, modifications, insertions
and changes as may be approved by the Chair cgrimltsence, the Vice Chair, of the Board
(together, the “Chair”), the County Administrator or the other officerseenting them, their
execution to constitute conclusive evidence of drisher approval of any such completions,
omissions, changes, insertions and changes.

3. The Chair or the County Administrator and all othepropriate officers of the County
are each hereby authorized and directed to exebeteCounty Financing Documents and to
deliver the County Financing Documents to the otparties thereto and to execute all
certificates and documents, including but not ledito a federal tax compliance certificate and
agreement relating to the tax-exempt status ofitiberest on the Bonds and a continuing
disclosure agreement relating to compliance withldblow-described Rule, and to take all such
further action as they may consider necessary siratde in connection with the issuance and
sale of the Bonds and the financing of the Praack leasing of the Leased Premises.

4. The Preliminary Official Statement in the form peeted to this meeting is approved
with respect to the information contained therentgining to the County. The Underwriters are
authorized to distribute to prospective purchasafrsthe Bonds, the Preliminary Official
Statement in form deemed to be “near final,” witlthe meaning of Rule 15c2-12 of the
Securities and Exchange Commissi¢ime “Rule”), with such completions, omissions,
insertions and changes not inconsistent with tiesdRition as may be approved by the Chair or
the County Administrator. Such distribution shahstitute conclusive evidence that the County
has deemed the Preliminary Official Statement tfisd as of its date within the meaning of the
Rule, with respect to the information therein peaitay to the County. The Chair or the County
Administrator is authorized and directed to apprsueh completions, omissions, insertions and
other changes to the Preliminary Official Statentbat are necessary to reflect the terms of the
sale of the Bonds, determined as set forth in papdg5, and the details thereof and that are
appropriate to complete it as an official statemerfinal form (the “Official Statement”) and
distribution thereof by the Underwriters shall coiage conclusive evidence that the County has
deemed the Official Statement final as of its deithin the meaning of the Rule, with respect to
the information contained therein pertaining to @wunty.

5. The Chair or the County Administrator is authorizedl directed to enter into the Bond
Purchase Agreement containing the terms upon wdnchthe price or prices at which the Bonds
shall be sold to the Underwriters, which terms pndes shall be established by the Chair or the
County Administrator, upon negotiation with the @nariters and not inconsistent with the
provisions of this Resolution. The Bonds shaltumanot later than 32 years from the date of
issuance thereof, with such shorter maturities amking fund and optional redemption
provisions as the officers of the County approvsough terms shall deem appropriate (but any
redemption premium shall not exceed two percent)2®nd shall be sold initially at an
purchase price (exclusive of original issue dis¢pohnot less than 98% of the face amount of
the Bonds plus interest accrued thereon to the afassuance of the Bonds, if any, in any case
S0 as to produce an annual true interest cosedBtimds of not to exceed 6.00%.

6. To provide additional credit enhancement of the dorand to achieve additional
financing economies for the County, the Chair @ @ounty Administrator is hereby authorized,
based on the recommendation of the Underwritersagmee to municipal bond insurance
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proposals, which if executed, are hereby approaed,the Chair or the County Administrator is
authorized to enter into such instruments and ageeés as shall be necessary or desirable to
obtain such municipal bond insurance. The Boasb @uthorizes the Chair or the County
Administrator, based on the recommendation of timelddwriters, to agree to obtain a rating
from national rating agencies and to obtain a guvend for deposit in the Debt Service Reserve
Fund under the Indenture, in lieu of funding suabDService Reserve Fund from proceeds of
the Bonds.

7. The Chair or the County Administrator is authorized directed to execute, deliver and
file the Ground Lease, the Financing Lease, theigAssent, the Option Agreement and all
necessary certificates and documents and to appheveerms of the Indenture and to take all
such further action as they may consider necesmadgsirable in connection with the issuance
and sale of the Bonds and the undertaking anddingrof the Project. The Chair or the County
Administrator is authorized to select a corporatestee to act as Trustee under the Indenture,
based on the recommendation of the Underwriterhie Thair, the County Administrator,
County Attorney, County Treasurer and County Doecdf Financial and Management Services
and all other officers of the County are herebyhauted and directed to work with
representatives of the Authority, Bond Counsel (8afinderson Marks & Miller, a Professional
Corporation), the Underwriters and counsel to thedéywriters to perform all services and
prepare all documentation necessary to bring threlBto market and to issue the same.

8. Any authorization herein to execute a document shelude authorization to deliver it to
the other parties thereto and to record such doctimieere appropriate.

9. The County previously adopted resolutions relatimgts intent to reimburse itself, in
accordance with U.S. Treasury Regulation Sectid®@2, for expenditures on the Project on
April 23, 2007 and July 23, 2007, which are ratifiadopted and confirmed by reference in this
resolution, with the revisions of expansion of teinition of the Project as set forth herein and
the maximum principal amount expected to be issuedently and from monies provided by
subsequent Literary Loan programs, for the Profaatluding any funding for debt service
reserve funds) to $92,000,000.

10.The Project and the Leased Property are herebwardecto be essential to the efficient
operation of the County, and the Board anticipétes the Project and the Leased Property will
continue to be essential to the operation of then@oduring the term of the Bonds.

11.The County represents and covenants that it sbaliake or omit to take any action the
taking or omission of which will cause the Bondst“arbitrage bonds” within the meaning of
Section 148 of the Internal Revenue Code of 198&naendedthe “Code”) or otherwise cause
the interest on the Bonds to be includable in gnossme for Federal income tax purposes under
existing law. Without limiting the generality di¢ foregoing, the County shall comply with any
provision of law that may require the Authoritytbe County at any time to rebate to the United
States any part of the earnings derived from thestment of the gross proceeds from the sale of
the Bonds.

12.Nothing in this Resolution, the Bonds, the CounigaRcing Documents or the Bond
Purchase Agreement shall constitute a debt ordgplef the faith and credit of the Authority or
the County, and the Authority shall not be obligate make any payments under the Bonds or
the Documents except from payments made by or balbef the County under the Financing
Lease pursuant to annual appropriation thereotaorance with applicable law. The Board,
while recognizing that it is not empowered to makey binding commitment to make
appropriations beyond the current fiscal year, Inerstates its intent to make annual
appropriations in future fiscal years in amountffigent to make all payments under the
Financing Lease and hereby recommends that futosrd® do likewise during the term of
thereof.

13.The Board hereby determines that it is in the lgstests of the County to authorize and
direct the County Treasurer to participate in ttegeSNon-Arbitrage Program in connection with
the Bonds. The Chair, the County Administratoe @ounty Treasurer, the County Director of
Financial and Management Services and such oficafficers of the County as any of them
may designate are hereby authorized and directegeioute and deliver any registration or other
documents for the County to participate in the &tébn-Arbitrage Program in connection with
the Bonds.
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14.All other acts of the officers of the County tha¢ @ conformity with the purposes and
intent of this Resolution and in furtherance of tkeuance and sale of the Bonds and the
undertaking and financing of the Project are radifand approved.

15.This Resolution shall take effect immediately.
PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of July, 2008.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

James D. Politis None Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown John A. Muffo
Gary D. Creed Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

The Board of Supervisors took a 15 minute recess dmeconvened at 9:25 p.m.

R-FY-09-06
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS POLICY
TO ADDRESS REQUESTS FROM INDIVIDUALS
TO HAVE A SECONDARY ROAD, OR A PORTION
OF A SECONDARY ROAD ABANDONED

On a motion by James D. Politis, seconded by Gai@rPed and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montgas County, Virginia hereby
approves and establishes a policy to address rsgiiesn individuals to have a secondary road
or a portion of a secondary road abandoned, asAfsl|

There are two circumstances for abandoning a secgmdad:
1. When the Board of Supervisors decides that:

(@) No public necessity exists for the continuanotéhe secondary road as a public
road (i.e., lack of public use), or

(b) The safety and welfare of the public would leeved best by abandoning the
section of road

2.  When a new road “which serves the same ctizam the old road” has already been
constructed to VDoT standards and accepted into sk@ndary system. The order of
abandonment of the old road and request for acceptaf the new road are combined in the
same resolution and enacted simultaneously, inséaience.

For an individual property owner to get a road alwsred:

. The property owner must submit a petition to @@inty Administrator, requesting that

the Board of Supervisors abandon a road, or acsedfi road. The petition must include the
signatures ofall property owners on the road, or section of ro&t tis requested to be

abandoned. Petition must be accompanied by amabgoaccurate plat and description of the
road, or section of road, that is requested tobamdoned.

. County staff will send request to VDoT’'s Residgnmdministrator for review and
comment.
. County staff will send request to the Montgomeryu@ty Public Service Authority and

to all other utility companies for review to insutet they would have no present or future need
to use the right-of-way.

. The Board of Supervisors will then schedule a utearing and provide a formal notice
to the Transportation Commissioner. Notice of pubéaring will be posted on the road or
section of road that is requested to be aband@metlpublished once a week for two successive
weeks in a newspaper published or having genexallation in Montgomery County.
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. Following the public hearing, the Board of Supsovs may either adopt a resolution
requesting VDoT to abandon the road, or adopt@utsn to dismiss the abandonment.

. Once the road is abandoned, the property revedk to the adjoining property owners
unless the right-of-way was bought and paid foVBoT. In that case, the property would have
to be acquired from VDoT, which will be paid by thgplicant.

. In considering the abandonment of any road, otiseof road, consideration shall be
given to the historic value, if any, of such road.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT
William H. Brown  None Mary W. Biggs
Gary D. Creed John A. Muffo
James D. Politis Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

R-FY-09-07

COMMONWEALTH’'S ATTORNEY
VICTIM WITNESS GRANT

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by Jame®olitis and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Victim Witness Program is administdogdhe Commonwealth’s
Attorney’s office; and

WHEREAS, The Victim Witness Grant previously tethl$134,195 and covers the cost
of three positions and operations for the prograth 856% of the grant funds covering salaries
and benefits which increase annually; and

WHEREAS, The state also plans to reduce the gndigcal year 2009 by $13,419; and

WHEREAS, The Commonwealth’s Attorney generatesmere from the collection of
fines and fees through his office which has be&u s reduce the general fund dollars needed
to support this office; and

WHEREAS, In March 2006 the Commonwealth’s Attormeguested and the Board of
Supervisors approved the use of a portion of tkedgenue generated by his office to
supplement a maximum of 10% of the grant to theiwidVitness program not covered through
the Victim Witness Grant funding.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board ofp@wvisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia that the Board of Supervisors amas the use of the fee revenue generated
through the Commonwealth’s Attorney office to sgmpént the Victim Witness Grant funding
to cover program costs including personnel andderations, as required.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis John A. Muffo
William H. Brown Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

COUNTY ATTORNEY'S REPORT

Joint Economic Growth Agreement with the Town ofi€iansburg— The County Attorney
reported the Joint Economic Growth Agreement with Town of Christiansburg has been
forwarded to the Commission on Local Governmenttieir findings. After the report on their
findings is received a public hearing will be hetégarding the revenue sharing from the
proposed retail mall located behind K-Mart in Ctiaissburg.
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COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’'S REPORT

New River Valley Home Consortium —The County Administrator reported that the New Rive
Valley Home Consortium has completed its first yefaoperation.

During its first year the HOME Consortium has ebgited protocols and procedures by which
the Consortium operates. The following is an upaet the status of the Consortium and brief
discussion regarding recent financial/project Statu

- Floyd County has sought, and the Consortiumapgasoved, its membership into the
Consortium. The Floyd County Board of Supervisarted to seek membership and the
Consortium’s creation Agreement requires that tbegortium unanimously approve new
membership applications. The Consortium at ite 267 meeting voted unanimously to
authorize Floyd County’s membership.

- Second item to report is the ongoing establistiroa long term budget and project
schedule.

Since the establishment of the Consortium, it wasugsed that it would be necessary to
establish a multiple year budget and project sclesdunsure that projects of substantive size
could be funded and completed within the allottetet(Two Years) which HUD requires.

During its first year of operation, the Consortiestablished program guidelines and was able to
make commitment of funds for a number of projedis.insure that long term budget and

project scheduling can be implemented to insureessful projects, the Consortium has
recommended a modified funding allocation.

Under the current funding plan, Montgomery Counbtuld receive $2,217,661 (includes the
two Towns’allocations) for the period 2007 — 2012nder the proposed modified funding plan,
the County would receive $1,841,942, a reductio®33f5,710.

Mr. Hanratty reports that the Town of Blacksburgjdees the modified funding plan will bolster
the Consortium'’s efforts to address housing needs i@gional approach and if the County had
sought funds on an individual basis directly to $tate for HOME funds, the associated staff
costs and administrative costs over a five yeaogevould potentially cost more than the
reduction of funds. The Town of Blacksburg now rapes all programs which use Consortium
funds. The Town provides all staff functions anslures compliance with Consortium and grant
guidelines. The County does not provide any supgber than authorizing the establishment of
the Consortium and attending meetings.

Since the Town of Blacksburg spearheaded the @fiddrm the Consortium, they are the only
entity which uses Consortium funds, Blacksburg sugthis modified funding, and the
members of the Consortium agreed to evaluate ttgdiland project schedule on a five year
cycle.

The modified funding plan is consistent with thegoral discussions that funds would be moved
around the New River Valley to promote housing ioy@ments and that over the long term,
each entity will receive the majority of funds whithey bring to the Consortium.

Public Information Office — Ruth Richey, Public Information Officer, provided apdate on

the PIO Department. Ms. Richey stated that thédPgOal is to continue to improve customer
services and expand citizen outreach and educefioris. In order to accomplish these goals
she is recommending that the telephone systemdesigned to a computerized system to allow
callers to select the appropriate department rakt@ar going through the county operator to
enable quicker and more direct service.

Ms. Richey also recommends that improved signagedialled through out the building, such
as “you are here” maps. The front lobby will bdesigned by replacing the current receptionist
area with a smaller more inviting work desk andatisg a kiosk in the lobby where daily
meetings and other county information may be listed
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The Public Information Office is working with theeM's Messenger to publish a special section
on Montgomery County, which will be inserted int®,A00 copies of the newspaper on
September 13, 2008.

It was Board consensus for the Public Informatidficr to mover forward with these plans.

Inmate Litter Clean-up Update - The County Administrator reported that VDOT ihimel
schedule for mowing the secondary roads in MontggrG@eunty; therefore, the Sheriff's Office
is unable to clean roads designated for litterrcla@a. The Sheriff’'s Office is in contact with
VDOT on which roads need to be mowed in order tgirbthe clean-up of these areas.

SUPERVISORS REPORT

Supervisor Brown received a request from residents at Warm Heartth®County to work
with the Town of Blacksburg to get the Blacksburgrisit to make stops at Warm Hearth. The
County Administrator will contact Becky Martin, Trsit Director, about this request.

Supervisor Politis - Seven Mile Oak — Historical SiteSupervisor Politis reported that residents
will be contacting the County to see if a plaquekeacan be placed at the Seven Mile Oak,
which was the site for the last battle fought dgriine Civil War. In 1957, the County replaced
the oak when it was struck by lightening.

ADJOURNMENT

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by GaryMeed and carried unanimously, the
Board adjourned to Monday, July 28, 2008 at 6:00. p.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

William H. Brown  None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis John A. Muffo
Gary D. Creed Annette S. Perkins
Doug Mairrs

The meeting adjourned at 10:12 p.m.

APPROVED: ATTESTED:
Annette S. Perkins B. Clayton Goodman, Il
Chair County Administrator
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